RECEVED & INSPECTED

DEC 2 3 2005

Kerry Rios FCC - MAILROOM

712 Buddy L. Drive , Fort Worth, Texas 76108

December 06, 2005 02:13 PM

Senator John Cornyn

U.S. Senate

517 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Cornyn:

[ have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to
change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of
your constituents, mcluding me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collecizd on a revenue basis. Peopie who use more pay more
into the system. If the FCC changes that system tc a flat fee, that means that someone who uses
onc thousand minutes 4 month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources
wisely should not be penalized for doing sc.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless
users, senior citizens and low-income restdential and rural consumers, to give up their phones
due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF
from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a
highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America,

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue
with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC
information. While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass
along"” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like
ensure [ am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

[ will continue to monitor developments on the issue'and continue to spread the word to my
community. Irequest you pass along my conoerns to the FCC on‘my behalf, letting them know
how a flat fee tax could disproportipnately affect'those in your constituéncy.
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Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this
matter.

Smccrely,
Ia
crry w
cc:

FCC General Email Box




RECEIVED & INSPECTED

DEC 2 2 2005

FCC-MAILROOM | Interstate Access Support (IAS)
2005 - 2006

Date December 12,2005

To: Marlene H. Dortch I A S
Office of Secretary
Federal Communications Commission

445 - 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554

Irene M. Flannery

Vice President - High Cost and Low Income Division
Universal Service Administrative Company

2000 L Street, NW, Suite 200

Washington, DC 20036

Re: CC Docket No. 96-45

Interstate Access Support - IAS
Annual Certification Filing

This is to cerlify that i
will use its INTERSTATE ACCESS SUPPORT - 1AS only for the provision, maintenance
and upgrading of facilities and services for which the support is intended.

1 am authorized toc make this certification on behalf of the company named above. This cerfification is for the
study area(s) listed below. (Please enter your Company Name, State and Study Area Code)

IAS
Company Name State Study Area Code
0lin Telephone Companv. Int. Iowa 351264

(If necessary, attach a separate list of additional study areas and check this box.) !

Date: December 12,2005
&

Rodney Cozart
[Printed Name of Authorized Representative]

General Manager

[Title of Authorized Representative]
Carrier's Name: 01lin Telephone Company, Inc. Date Received
Carrier's Address: 318 Jackson St. 0lin, Ia.52320-0130 {For official use only)

Carrier's Telephone Number: 319-484-2200 Box 130

7 . . USAC
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Douglas PiEpin

154 Mountain Laurel Lane P

Fletcher, NC 28732-5707 RECEVED (. .rECTED December 19, 2005
Senator Richard Burr DEC 2 3 7005

U.S. Senate

217 Russell Senate Office Building FCC - MAILROOM

Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Burr:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to
change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your

constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair
change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF 1s currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. 1f the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high

volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental
effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change *o-a flat fee system soon and without
legisiation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. I request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency. :

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Dougla§ Pippin

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress




Douglas PiEEin

154 Mountain Laurel Lane
Fletcher, NC 28732-5707

~ECENED &NSPEC: - |

December 19, 2005

Senator Elizabeth Dole DEC 9 3 2005
U.S. Senate
555 Dirksen Senate Office Buil nﬁcc . MA\_LROOM

Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Dole:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to
change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your
constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair
change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high
volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental
effect on small businesses all across Ainerica.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent

meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. | request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

/4
Douglas Pippin

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress . .
fO. D0 LUas rec’d ( 2
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Douglas PiEpin

154 Mountain Laurel Lane

Fletcher, NC 28732-5707 RECEIVED { . £CTED December 19, 2005
Representative Charles Taylor

U.S. House of Representatives DEC 2 3 2005

231 Cannon House Office Building

Washington, DC 20515-0001 FCC - MAILROOM

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Taylor:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to
change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your
constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair
change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high
volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In additior, it would have a highly detrimental
effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer [ would like ensure I am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. I request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency. -

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Douglas Plppm% - o NDL of Csp?es rec'd (2

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress E UstABCDE




RECEIVED & INSPECTED

DEC 2 3 2005

Linda ioElQC - MA"—ROOM — —

8241 Scotts Level Road , Baltimore, MD 21208

December 1, 2005 9:18 AM

Senator Paul Sarbanes

LL.S. Senate

309 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Sarbanes:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me,
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and
unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While | am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that
they do, As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service

will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to
change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Linda Norris

g, ¢ Goples rec’d ( 2
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